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STATE PREFERENTIAL RIGHTS OR OTHER HON~-EXCLUBIVE JURISDICTION OVER RESCURCES
uD THF TegRITORTAL SEA.

LEGAULT (Canads) said that he wished to present some further elaborations

on document A/CONF.62/L.4 with yegard to fisheries

Under current conditions, the exercise of the iraditional freedom of fishing could
lead to a total collapse of fishing resources. A policy of wise management was therefore
needed. Within its economic zone, the coastal State must have the right to ensure the

conservation of fishery resources in accordance with agreed principles. One of those
principles was the full utilization of fish stecks, since in a hungry world waste could
no longer be justified. The coastal State must also have the right to toke all the fish
it was capable of using, on its own terms and under conditions which would permit the
axpansion of its fislhieries. The coastal States should and, no doubt, would allow
Toreign States to take the portion of the allowable catceh vhich it was itself incapable
of using, subjeet to the zovereign rights, management, control and repulations of th
coastal State. OSpecial consideration should be given Lo the needs of neighbouring
Gtates in a resion, especially the developing zad land-locked States. Only- in that way

ich depended on those

would fishing vesources and the interests of coastal communities wh

oy

vesources be protected. The concent of an economic zone provided for such rights of a
cosstal Btate over its living resources.

Where stocks of fish lived both within and beyvond the economie zone, scientific
wanagement required that such stocks be managed as a whole. The draft srticles on
isheries {AfAC/3C.IT/1..38) which Canada had sponsored, together with five othew
delegations, in the Sea-Bed Committee in 1973, offered such an approach.

Effective conservation measures were necded with regard to anadromous species such
25 salmon, Jncludlng regulations to protect the fishes' environment so as to permit

z=pavning. Regulations should require that the fish be hervested st an appropriate size

fnd sge 50 es to obtain the maximum benefit. Bpecial comnservation and msnagement
measures Lo protect the Iresh vater environment where those fish spawmed and where man'
activities were a constant threat to them were also needed. Salmon were born in fresh

water and returned to their place of origin. Scientific evidence demonstrated that the

fene
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salmon's growth at ses conbinues in the estusries os it returns to spawn. Tields would
be highest therefore i1f salmon were caught close to their home streams.

The maintenance of clean, wobstructed rivers was a basic prerequisite for the
continued production of salmon. Pollution in rivers, estuaries, and inland waters as
well asg off-shore pellution, was a real threalt especially to yvoung salmon. Only ths
State of origin could protect the fresh water habitet of the species, but such action
entailed high expenditures and sscrifice in the form of research, fisheries
adgministration, eand the loss of the benefit of other uses of those waters. In Canadsa
alone the cost was in the hundreds of millions of dollars. Therefore provigions should
be made Lo teke into account the special interests of States of origin, like Canada, in
the total management of anadromous species in their rivers. Such provisions could be
barmonized with the interests of other coastal States, and his delegetion was willing
to take into account existing arrangements provided that they respected the special
interests of the State of origin.

Mr. BEN ALEYA (Tunisia) said that the developing countries had sought the
inclusion of &n item on preferential rights in the apenda of the Sea-Bed Committee in
August, 1972 as a temporary couprowmise in the hope thab countries which still had doubis
shout the new concept of the econumic zone would with time come sround to accepting it.
Since that time, many countries including the great Powers themselves had demonstrated
mouch goodwill in coming around to accept the exclusive sovereignty of coastal Stabos
over the resources of the cconomwic zone. His delegation had therefore been surprised
by the submission of document A/COHF.62/C.2/L.40 by eight countrics of the Furopesn
Beeonomic Community which in effect took away any meaning from the exclusive cconomic
ZONE .

The sponsors of that document apparently wished to perpetuste an anachronistic
situation end to ignore the other drafts submitted to the Conference aimed at
establishing a new order in accordance with the espirations of the majority of the
world's peoples.

A certain paternalism towards the developing ecountries was also discernible in

that dreft. The developing countries, however, had consulted among themselves and
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pled a cowon position both within the Organization of African Unity and the

Tocond Committee, Their legitimate aepivations should therefore have been teken into
cecount by the sponsors of document AJCONF.G2/C,2/T.k0.

Ihe draft articles on fisheries contained provisions particularly favoursble

develoned countries and to the rights they had acquired in the fishing zounes of
coastal States. That document was unacceptable snd could not serve az the hagis for any

prroviations,  Io particuldar, arbicles 8 9-and 12 were not acceptable to hisg delegation,
- - b o)
and e urged delegations vhich had Unuuu¢vochJV endorsed the conceplt of the exclusive
557 <
nonic zone to study them closely.
The draft articles on ftisheries mede mention of regionsl co~operation. MHis

drlegation had already endorsed such co-operation and was ready to nromote it on a

ional level for the benefit of all States and in partiecular the lond«locked and
foveloping countries. However, for such co-operation to be effective and ' willingly
rocopted 1t was necessary to recognize the interests and riphts of every country,
iieeluding the rig cht of sovercignly over the resourccs of the ecounomic zone.
Tre preamble of document &/CORV/ER/C. 2/L.40 stated thot the dp 1?5 articles did noi
veessarily reflect the final views of ita sponsors. His delegation hoped therefore

s the Tinal views of the sponsors of

=

hat document would be formulated with a greater

cease of justice and realisn.

s (Figeria) said that together with the issue of the limit of the

sorial sea, the resolution of the fi. heries issue would in all probability
“lremine the success oy failure of the Third United Mations Conference on the Lew of

vz, The rate of world population groweh, especially in Africa, was so high that

States vwere turning to the resources of the sen in the hope of feeding their

wons and earning foreign exchange for unu:c develorment projects. It wos nbﬁ

sing therefore that they regarded the disﬁant’water‘fiéhing fleebs of the greai

ime Powers with feelings of envy and snger. Moreover, such feelings were nob

Ciitned to the developing world se the "(od Yar” between the United Kingdom and
wand had demonstrated.

/...
Approved For Release 2002/04/01 : CIA-RDP82S00697R000300040030-0



_conelusion. As en cmbodiment of the outmoded coastal State preferential rishts syste

’ Approved For Release 2002/04/01 : CIA-RDP82S00697R000300040030-0

AfCORR G20 2080, 50
Lnglish
Page 5

(4r . Orund

it e A ¥en e

Ginece the fisheries in its coastal waters were rather poor and its population

Jerge, Wigeria had the grestest interest in the orderly rggoiuhzon of the fisheries

guestion on the basis of Justice and equity. Migeria and uli tne other %1“1=ﬂn

States hod endorsed the exclusive economic zone as 8 just basis for the resclutior
of the {isheries issue. [His delegation was confident that African coastel Btates

vith rieh fisheries off their coasts would sllow neighbouring land-locked Stetes ‘o

exploit surplus steclks on a mutually agreed basis.

("N
[
[

His delesation had subwitted draft articles on the exclusive econcmic zone
doéumﬂl' AJCOVT . 62/C.2/5. 21 Rev. ] which established the exclusive vights of the
congtal. State to explore and exploit the renswsble living resources of the sea and the
sca-ped. The draft erticles also contained provisions for the exclusive right of the

:oastal ,abe for the management, protection and conscrvation of the living resources

of the ses and the sea-bed toking into account the recommendations of the appropriabc
international or regional fisheries ovganaizations Article 2 provided for the

competgnaé of all States, subject to an appropriate bilateral or regional arransenent
or agreement, to exploit an agreed level of livipng resources of the zone. P&rig”ﬁpﬂ 3
of that article reco@nized the right of lend-locked and seographicslly dissdvantage
States té explore and exploit the living rescurces of the exclusive ecounomic zones of
neighbouring coastal States uvbyact to appropriste bilateral or regional erransenents
or a@reemenﬁs. Such provisions were in line with the OAU Declaration on “the Tgsues of
the Sea. '

His delegation VieJPd with reg rpt and dismay the propesal of eight States of the
Buropean Lconomic Community (sfoonr.6e/c.2/L.40), Those draft articles suocked of
neo~colonialisn since they were based on the prenisc that the cozstal States were

-

forever under-developed, incompetent and incapable of managing such complicuted

sal régime of prefevential rigbts which

[~

'y

wzbters as their co“@*"] figheries. The le

*

that documpﬁt voujd establish vould take away from poor cogstal States their weans of

livelj nood Arulcies 1, 7, 8, 9, 13, 1h and 16 provided evidence to support that

the proposal in decument AfCOIF.62/C.2/L.40 should be definitively rejected.
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The proposal of six socilalist States (A/COUP.62/C.2/1.38) embodied verious

siceplable provisions such as articles 1, 2, &, 12 and 13. Other D provislons were

rbicularly unscceptable, for examp nle articles 5, 11 and 1h.

The exclusive economic zone was & z0ne in which the coastal State had all the

ishbs and competences including ancillary ones to explore and exploit all the resources

those schbivities. His

ther living or non-living and to enact laws to ragulate
Solegation considered inadmissible any provisions of a convention which sought to
rransfer any of those rights in any form to other Blates.

vﬁ‘(Norway) said that the inclusion of the question of preferential

»izhts as a separate item in the 1ist of subjects and issues had led to a certain

meunt of cenfusion and misunderstending since in prectice thab question was insepareble
“eonomic zones and preferential rights

vepresented alternabtive answers to the gquestion of coastal State rigats to the

frow the question of economic zZones.

th b

~amources O the sea in an area adjacent to the territorial sea. The Horweglan

delepation clearly fevoured the econonic zone.
t in document AJCONF.62/C.2/L.L0 were substanti mllj ecloser to the

3y

roferential rights system than to the econowic zone concept. Despite the fact that

+hone arbicles made use of the bern the zone which was of yet und etermined breadih

a8 closer

[RENEN

snd iisted certain rights for the coastal Guste within thalt zone,

svwemination of key articles revealed that very little remsined of the zcnal approach.

Although article 8 provided that, in its zone, the coastal State might reserve

or veseels Tlying its flag that portiou of the allowable catchh they were able to

woke, peragraph 2 eroded that right by s iyying that the coastal Btate should take

into aceount the right of access of States which had habitually fished in the 20ne,
viich led to the inescapable conclusion that the rights of States which had habitually

~ighad in the zone did not relate merely to that nart of the allowable catch which
Y ¥

reeeded the fishery capacity of the coastal Gtate. Thus for the purpose of alloeating

4

“he spllowable catch, the distant waler fishing fleets of other States were on an

23

=gual footing with the Lishing fleet of the coastal State itself.
A1l decisions of the coastal State relating to the implementation of provisions of
.n‘.‘

the draft arbicles would be subject, if challenged, to & special comuittee of five

/. e
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members whose decisions would bz binding on the pavties concerned, not only with regard

to decisions on allocation, but conservation measures as well. Given the lack of i
vrecision of the legal norms which the specisl committee would have to apply, it

wauld become more of a regulatory body then a judieial tribunal. Ilis delegstion [
therefore rejected the wandatory reference of disputes arising from the exercise of g

coastal States! rights to a third party Judsmement of the type proposed in
docuwzent A/CONF.62/C.2/L.0h0

Article 12, relating to the enforcement powers of the coastal. State, Turther £
illustrated the diverszence between the economic zone approach and that of document B
L/COUP.62/C.2 /L 40, Bven in cases of flagrant violation of its regulatory regulations,
the coastal State would not normally be able to prosecute offenders. It could only L
report the caze to the flag State in the hope that the latter would take the necessary P
action. Worway's experience in that connexion gpave little reason for confidence in such i
a procedure. - o L P

The initial renction of his delegation to the draft srticles on the economic zone  f

contained in document A/CONF.62/C.2/1.38 was that they were a constructi
contribution to the work of the COEIPFCHLP, wnile undoubbedly many provisions reqguired

Further elaborationg clarification and nezotiation. Acceptance of the formula ;
in syhticle 12 vhereby the coastal State should determine the allowable spnnual catch of
ecch species in acesrdance with the recommendaiions of the competent int ernationdl !

ation amcunted to a relinguishment by the coastal State of a vight

it already had under the statutes of the regiconal fisheries organizations concerned to
declare itself not bound by the recommendation of those organizations. Given the ;

that the orgenizstions concerncd could with the necessary two-thirds majority 3

",

recomend o total allowvable cateh higher than that considered respoasible by. the coastal |

“nt.-., -

zte, hig delegation would not be vrepared to accept.a formula which nade such i

recommendations antomatically binding. A coastal State must be frec to introduce ;
atricter conservation nmeasures in the economic zone than those considered necessary

by the yegional organiz~tion.

zaid that the iten under co ii apation was of vital :

e
L. Rl

importance to his n as Ghana relied heavily on Tishing as a means of :
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Tivelihood and a source of food. lle therefore supported the concept of the exclusive

cconomic wone, which recognized the coupetence of the coastal State over the resources
_D

of that zonc and placed Tishing in the zone unser the jurisdiction of the coastal

.

State. Although he did not oppose the for rmuiation of rules and regulations governing

fisheries, he stressed that such provisions should not delfeat the purnoses for which

the economic zones were to be established. e questioned the need for the consideration

of item T, for he agrecd with the repre esentative of Iceland that the concept of
preferential rights was supported only minimally by historical usage. He also pointed
cut that the D€c¢@rdLAoa of the Organizotion of African Unity on the issues of the law
of the sea 3id not envisaze the economic zopne s paru of the high seas. L owes
important to defend‘ﬁhe-intcrests of land-locked developing coastal States and other
disadvantaged States by giving then rights in the econonic zones of neighbouring
enastal Stebes. Those Gtates which relied heavily on fishing close to the cous ts of
other States should be granted licences, which Cshould, hovever, he granted on regsonabla
condlitions, uniike the old colonialist agrcements. One condition could be that the
State wishing to fish would provide technology to the coastal Btate concerned. He
weleomed the prégmatic approach taken in provisions for regional and suvbregional
eoreements on fishing. 'There was a need for speeial provisions for migratory and
enadromous species and also Tor special provisions to prevent the disappearance of
certain species. fny such provisions should, hovever, be in keeping with the
orinciple of the cconomic zone and the principles cwbodied in the Declaration of the

Orgenization of African Uniby.

FAsou (Finland) recalled thot his delegation had already stated its

views on fisheries in the Sea--Bed Commimteeb A substantial part of fishing in Finland
took place in the Baltic Sea in the vicinity of the coas t of Tinland: f{ishing vessels
thus usually exploited only those stocks which were close hoy or thning the four-mile

territorial sea., althou sope vesscls were euﬂdrud in herring fisherics in the North

Milentic. '"The Baltic Dea areca was a disadventsged region and all cor wvost of the
States bo‘dfr1uh on it were disadvantaged. lle believed thst individual Otates in a
dlsadvantaged region should be entitled to particivate in the exploitation of
iiving resources of the economic zone to be established in respecbive regions as

" -

vroposed in document A/COSF.62/C.2/L.32 sponsored by 21 delegsbions dncluding his own.

ishing in theApproledFer Releise 200264/07: EiARDPE2SHOCYTRICEIDICAGESHHe the Tishins

’

industry and iacilitate its development, his Government had recently proposed that a

£
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fishery zone be established to a maximu 1imit of 12 miles froii the
terwitorial sea, thus providine an clehi-rile fishery zone.

Tn thet connexion he noted that the package deal would probably provide for a

miztt decide to oxercls

maximuy l2-mile terrltorlal cea. Withio that zone a State
only limited sovereignity, for example by establis hing a fishery zone. Such a zone
would not be 'n.the same category as the economic zones to be establiched beyoad the
12-mile limit, and he hoped that the future convention would state that in a specific

ariicle.  He regarded such a provision as being as important as the inclusion of the

fo)

rules of the Ceneva Convention concerning the consipuous zone, which had been suggested
=) 2 :

by scme representatives.
freedom of fishing, Tor coustal and non-coastal States, listed as one of the

P,
i .{le

Treedoms oi the high s=a3 in the Geneva Convention on the High Seas, should be upheld

=

7 any future convention on the law of the sea. fowever, careful managem enh was :

aceded to maintain fish stocks, and that should be provided by regicnal end sectoral

fisheries organizations. OSuch organizations existed in most areas , but the powvers of

the various fishery commissions were not ex'ensive enough.

»ring to the two documents before the Copmittee (A/CONF,62/C.2/0.30 and L.hO)
he nobed that arcicle 1 of the socond document reaffirmed the present international

1z that all States should have the right to allow their nabionals to engage in the

exploitation of the fishery rssources of the sea, which was, in his view, an essential

vrovision., The interests States which had habitually fished in the cosstal Stabe!
fishery zone and the interests of " develoning end land-locked countries were taken into

aceount in article 8 in 2 way that partly met the concerns of his delegation. Special |
provisions were ineluded for coastal States whoue aconomy Gepena:d‘h“‘" iy on . i

isheries. Replonal arra ngenenths and regional and sectoral orsanizations were also

o

21+ with in the draft articles of document A/COW?,UB/L.L/U,.Q Regional §
crzenizations should be given a position of jmportance in order to achieve rational ;
and eificient managenent of Tisheries to ensure the mainbenance of maxinum yield and %
servation of fish stocks. j

i

Commenting on the draft article contained in document A/CONF. 6o /C.2/1n37, {
wroviding for the regulation or the exploitation of anadromous speciles through E
among intérested Stutes or through tae appropriate inbargov arnmental %
organizations, he said that the interests of the Shtate of origin and the ;

inberests of other coastal Stubes should be taken into sccount. He belicved that the
E

Gealt artimpproved FsIREIMasE20062/0H0 | G REPEISH0867RI0b3T0040036s
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Mr. BAYOMIE (Congo) observed that there was a very close link bebtween the E
question of Pisheries and that of the econoudc zone, the solution of the first cuestic- F
depending on the solution of the second. For example, rrotection of the living ;
resources of a coastal State could be envisaged only within the fremework of o b
200-mile maritime zone placed wnder its sovereientv. The two documents i
(A/COWF.62/C.2/L.38 and L.40) submitted to the Committee confirmed that - iew, Tor thev |
reflected the concern of the sponsors to maintain hegemony of the seas, continue !
pluud:ring Lhe resources of the developing countries and meintsin imperiaslist end 4
neo-colonialist dominetion; these two psternclistic dralts were unaceeptable Lo his f
delegation., If acceptedg they would simply institutionalize the intense pressure of ;
major fishing States on the new fishing industries of develc oping countries. ;
Sixty per cent of the total fish cotel in 1270 had been causht b: a few develeoned E
counbries accounting for one third of the world populatidn, while the other two thirds :

T

of the world population had had only 40 per cent of the tobal Tish catch,  The fishing

LNGUuﬁT.ﬂS of de vniopnn" countries constituled a major elemént of the development i
effort, end vere to be used to raise the stendard of living, inerease food supplies ;
ana'ﬁrovide new“éhployment. The provisions in the drafts before the Conmdtﬁeeg %
however, did not meet those concerns but would simply increcase the gap between ithe ;
udLVelO ped and developing countries, » ) :
ygﬁmﬁﬁﬁgyﬁ.(lt&ly) reaffirmed his delegation's position that the econcmic 1

zone was that Pnft of the high seas beyond the tervitorisl sea in which the coastal [
State had certain specific economic rights. His deiegaﬁjou was one of the sponsors 3
of document A/CONF.GE/CbEIL.MO which gave coastal “‘afeq special rishts and pro#ﬁﬁed b
for the implepentation of the basic principle of the OYQlO;Ldthn of the resources of E
the sea for the benefit of mankind as a whole, and particularly foi the benefit cof the b
developing countries. '
His position”onvthe cmntiguous zone was related to his concept of the ecmnnw** i
zonz. The rights of t%h coaqcﬂl aLe in t%e encnomic zone would be nu ‘IV ECONOmLE E
vhile its righta in a Juvh more trLChOd 700e wanla relate to nafloaai secwrity., E
castoms, taxation, health &n@_iMMJ 11tnouq and phe rmghp to guarantec the proteciion E
of its territory. If the breadth of the territorial.ﬁmd waz to be reduced and a 4
contlguous zone cﬁtwb1iﬂhed beyond it. it should be stobed very clearly that the [

500697R000300040030-0 ;
coastal Sta,i;eAﬁg Xegilf:o';»n ec%?r%rzgrqygé?‘yogvegler 1ReD§§%§8:063 parts of the high seas P
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“peyend its territorial waters. It would have rights and cosmpetences with regard to the

nrotection of its territory in the contiguous zone, while it would have rights and
competences with regard to the protection of its c]eawjy defined cconomic interests in

the economic zoue meagured from the outer limit of the territorial sea. The concept,

and the functions of the contigucus zone snd the econowmic zone were thus very different.

4

that the debate on item 7 had now been concluded.

@

announced

SO I T T TCE 7 R
COATTGUOUS YONE

Mr. GOERNER (German Democrabic Republic), introducing document

AJCONT.62/C.2/1L.27, co~sponsored by his delegation, sald that the draft srticle on the
contiguous zone reflected the current 1n1@“thiona1 law in force. Ibs wordiang was

identical to that of drticle 24 of the Geneva Convenbion on the Territorial Sea and
the Contimuous Zone. The bagle idea of the concept of the contiguous zone was to
nrovide pCOukﬁtlQn Tor the Jepitime ate intevests of coastal States which did not wish
Lo extend their territorial sea to a Lreadth of 12 nautical miles It was thus clear
that the establishment and recosnition of conhiguous zones was closaly connected with
the hreadih of the territorisl sean. Since every coastal State was entitled, under

senerslly recognized international law, Lo establish a 12-mile territorial sed in

which it ezercised full soversignby, it would seem logical that coastal Shates which

i & territorisl sea of less than 12 miles should have the right to cxercise
individual sovereign rights for the protection of their legitimate intefe$£"'ih a

wone gtretching for 12 miles measured from the baseline. The concept of the contiguous
wone was thus based on the voluntary renuncistion by some States of the exercise of
their sovereign vrights and was not dirvected against the interests of any other State.
spect to the rights of the coastal State in the contiguous zone, he said

clude the rignt to control customs, immigration, fiscal and banitary

The regulations governing the contiguous zone would not affect the

rignt of the coagtal State to utilize the living and mineral resources in the none

Jacvent to 1ts territorial sea i¥ the concept of the economic zone was incorperated

in the new law of the sea.

He could not accept the proposzl that cocstal Stabtes cH,LmJng a territorial sea

of 12 wiles should establizh a conbiguous zoae adjacent to that territorial ssa. The
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erercise of rights such as control of custons, immigration, fiscal end sanitary

regulations should be restricted to an ares of 12 neutical miles, in the form of ihe
territorial sea or the territorial ses and contigucus zone. Any additionsl exerciss

of' those rights could seriously interfere with international comrmnication and the

freedom of navigation. Tt wos aleo important that the internationally recommized

=
,—l.

rights of other States should not be prejudiced by the application by the cecastal

State of the legal régime cf the contiguovs rone. With respect 4o the: delimitation of

the contigucus zone, he said that the rules of delimitation contained in article 24 of

the 1958 Geneva Convention had stood the teat of Practice; failing agreement between
Oppo t or‘adjacenﬁvcoastal S th, the principle of the medisa n line should be applied.
yg: HERHERA (Hondurss) said that the contiguous zone ha d been esta tblished as

a means of limiting the extent of the tervitorisl sea while recognizing certaim
competences with regard to the defernce of the mights of States in Lhe light of technicsl
rrogress in navigetion., The contiguous zone was regerded as poxt of the high seas and
the PDmpPuPHCGS recognized in that maritine space were formulated to meet the
reguivements of the development of shipping.

Howaver, circumstances hag changed. There appearéd,to be cousensus with regard to

1

the acceptance of a 12-mile te crritorial sea, which zpforved that complewentar:
competences in the contiguous zone were no longer nrc»‘yq v, since such comabcrn es

Qe e

nov formed part of the inherent territorial rights of States which establizhed a
12~mile terrvitorial sea ond although different in form were of the sume nature as the
rights of such States over their land territory. Farthermore, the concept of the
contiguous zone would no longer be neceesecary when the reasons for its cotablishment
vere adequately safecuarded under the concept. of the sovereignty of the coastal State
over its territorisl sea.

The extension of the breasdth of the territorial sea wes one of the basie isgues
before the present Conference. A future Co onvention should contain provision relating
Lo coastal States' claiws to inherent rights over the resources in zones adjacent to

their territory. A decisicn should be reached concerning competences vhich would be

maintained even when the traditional concept of the contiguous zone conceived as the
high seas, disappeared. '
Tt was necessary to teke account of legisglation enzacted by certain States +to
ezt LENOUS 2006 Dot NS N A D HEH . - s ] o
AbLish & contitngus, GORT G REIEASd2002/040% - CIA-ROPE2500697R000308040030-0 1 n
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(Mr. Herrera, :

competences which were traditionally linked with the concept of {he contiguous zone
and which were s nscessary functional corollary to the States' rights. The inherent j
right of a State-over the resources of 1ts adjacent zones was one of those competences, .
His delegationvconcidered that the traditional concept of the contiguous gone should L
disappear on the cstablishuent of an exclusive ecopomic zone and that the ord ;
concept of the contiguous zone in the high cees could be applied to 4 special zone ]

which was neither terwitorial sesz nor high seas. However., his gdelegation would not
oppose the mainmtenance of & contiguous zone within the economic zone to a 1imit of six :
or more wiles measured [rom the sesward boundary of the tervitorial sea to a limit of ;
not more thun 18 miles. In that case, special competences should cover all mendatory é
13
nessures concerning ships in passage to the sea territory of a cosstal Dtate. ?
Ue stressed thal the disappearance oi the traditional conceplt of the contigucus i
zone or the emergence of an unéated  concept of that zone would nob affect the .
Tunctional competences of the State in the control, protection and exploitation of its :
escurces and that together with the competences relating to fisheries and the ;
exploitstion of regources, protection of the marine enviroamenti, control of scientific g
research and the security of the cosstal Btate, they formed part of the set of ?
consequences deriving Trom the inherent sovereign rights of a State over ils L
continentai shelf and over the resources in zones sdjacent to ity territory. The %
right of hot pursuit would also necd to be redefined. E
EZ;MEIHEE.(Bahfain) said that he would confine his remarks to the contigucus s
zone and to the utilization of living resources in the arca beyond the territorial g
waters. He agreed with the view that the estabiishment of & contiguous zone for g
perticuler purposes beyond the terrvitoriszl waters of a cosstal State was not i
inconsistent with the concept of an exclusive econcmie zone since the latter, as its g
name implied, would be an area in which the utilization of resources and other econormic é

matters were the cole concern.

A coastsl State'’s rights in the contiguous zone vere of a functional znd protectivs ¢

nature. As indicated in article 24 of the 1958 Convention on the Tervitorial Sea and ;
the Contiguous Zone, the coastal State's povers were confined to the contyrol necessarsy :
to prevent infringement of its customs, fiseal, xmm;(ruvlan and sanitary regulations

and the punishwent ol ilnfringements of such regulations; which were often committed

under cover of s SUFPBIREIEa88 JH05104/0Y : EIAKROPE2S00657REG03540030-0 .
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he Conbiguous geone was not a new concent in internavional sea law.  As for back

=5 the seventeenth centdry, States had had to vesort to it in order to enforce their

susbons and fiscal regulations. Objections to the concept, over the years, had been !
cvbivabed by feavs lest its misuse should interfere with the traditional {reedom of
tion on the high seas. But there were no grounds for such fearg as long as the ¢

of navigation was regulsted by an accephable and universal convention on the

The conbiguous zone was very important to coastal States, particwlarly in ﬂz 20,8

-r2 there were wide diverzences in the prices of commodities and precious matpﬂlaha

:» where Toreign labour was attracted away by better pay or working counditions. Many

eloning States did not possess the moderu technical eguipment or the large coastal

:eh8 to protect the whole of their territorial belt from smugglers and infiltrators :

ho intercept suspicious vessels before they broke through into the territorial zone. :

sime of the contigucus zone, in accordance: £

His delegation considered that. the

with article 2% of the 19538 CGeneva Convenhion, sbould be maintained; and that its imit

should be extended to a distance of 12 wiles beyond the territorial waters of the

coestal State, in view of the current trend to exbend the bresdth of the territorial

sun and the grewt advances in the speed snd construcstion of modern ships. The ratio

the ecoubiguous zone and the territorial sea would then-be almost the same as

soe ratio formerly adopted and recognized by internstional law.

His delegation sppreciated the anxicty of wany countries, in particular the

wovcleoplng ones, to use the resources of an ecanomic zone to ensuve che livelihood of

.

inhabitants and the development of their economy. However, it had already

sorerred, in conunexion with the continental shelf, to the difi*"ultxp of allocatin F L
conodle zones in geographically diszdvantaged arsss.  Ib uas estimated that 68 coast al £

] Fey 3 . - . . o . - p
« 5% of which were develoang States - would rank as disadvantaged w1uh regL rd

ccononic zones. His delegation agreed with the many uvlegailoﬁs vihich urged that

inequitieslshould be corrected, It considered that, at least in emlm iou@d
and_without prejudice to the wishes of friendly neighbouring States, fho

Licnal freedom of fishing beyond the berritorial waters of the Cquual St stes

£
z
i
£

z

1mdar lslagds should be pﬂlptawne' for all tha natlouaLs of Gbates urrmunﬁina Such Edua

g

v

il such bime as thoge ine;uxnlef had been po“r« cted by mutually accen Yhed fﬂ”loﬁal
Uof““LOﬂ arrangenents.
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R (Tndla) asked that the variant proposed by hig
TV, rage 47, of

= informwal working paper on the contiguous

2

the report of the Geoo~b

Zone .
in

spacea the first line of paragraph 2.

HIGH SZAS

e¢d Committee (A/9021),

The figure

<62/C.2/8R. 31 -

A/CONE
T lr’li S

A5

country, wihich
shouwld
should

F b

30

Mr. GALINDO PCHL (E1 Salvedor) said that the régime of the high seas hzd been
puilt up on the basis of customary standards, meny of which had been codified in the

1958 Convention on the High Seas. The regulations concerning pavig

and the lavi of cables and pipelines were still relevant to presen

ing
though they would need adjusting to ensure that such operations

she marine enviromment: that was a problem that concerned not only

marine space as a whole,
The regulations cn suppresgsion of piracy and glgvery, riminal
ease of collision, the obligation to provide sssistance, inspecition,

did

ation, overflight
nt-day conditions
not

the high

adversely affect
gsees but
Jurisdiction in the -

and hot pursuit

were established practices which needed little modification except in respect of any
nay zones - such as the econcmic zone and the international ”raabmd ares - that might
e ineluded in the new convention. £
The issues that had to be considered end resolved werc: the limits of the high
the regulation of fishing; the coastal State’s intervests in the part of the high
adjoining its economie zone in so far a2s the preservation of species and the

vrotaction of the marioe

2}

i the lest paragraph of article 2

That, Convention defined the high seas as "sll parts of the sea

included in the territorial sea or in the inbernal waters of a 5t
cenvention should define them as "&ll parts of the

nal v

sea that are not

1.5

uCa.

erritorial the

uh

waters, the sea or economic zone of a

Fighing in ‘the hi seag muglt be governed by regulations

»

cireumstances created by

current technclogical develomment,

hausting species. Such regulations coulid be based on the
Lhe 958 Convention on Fishing and Conserva
uiich defined such conservation as "the azova

-

insble yield from those

susta

4 <l

resourcas

products?,

»

and £i Iofs

OYLaAnLZing shing on the 1

all Stat

o

oOr

Py

a41s

sxploitation., Accesns wi thoutb
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environment were concernad; and the other freedoms

of the 1058 Coavention on the High Seas

ate’

that would ne

with its threas of

315 of objiective

cr

referred to

that are not ;

it

-

The new

included in the

te”

et the new

provisions‘of article 2 of

g0 ags to secure ihe maximm supplenent

That would entbail Drohiblclon of fishing methods

scientific :
imination to fishing
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in the hish seas should be expressly assured, with the proviso that it should mot resuli
in over-exploitation or depletion or destruction of the resources. Consideration sho

bha piven to fishing both in surface and in deep waters, since with the technological

advances which had made Fishing possible in the deep wabers throughout the high seas,

it was no longer a valid argument that most edible {ish vere to De found in waters that

werae under coashtal State jur ction. .
Special regulations would be nesded in certain eg, for example that of anadrouct

[
D

ca
species, since the investment of cevtain States which had provided suitsble nursery

tions must be recognized, while bearing in mind that such species moved throughn

2ll the seas. Any prefe rential rights should be very clearly defined if their scope

ves not to he in doubt. A number of the proposels submithed to the Sea~Bed Committee

on anadromous species, while fe %1b70 on paper, would in vpractice give rise to

controversy because of their lack of precision. A technical study should be made on

the applicability of any such rules.

Some of the proposals which had been submitted to the Sea~Bed Committee and were
considered by the Conference veproduced rules produced by the Internatiou&i Law

Commissicn in the draft convention prepared for the 1958 Conferer The proposals B
concerning the rights and duties of the coastal State concerning conservation, conbainad

in volume IV of the Sea-Fed Committec's report (A/9021), 144208, were based on -

s
s
=
o

wervitorisl sea and a contiguous zone which together did not exceed. 12 m11eg. With
reduction of a 200-mile economic zone, tha situstion had changed completely.
The high seasg should remain the high sewas and no State interests should be

cgrized in thenm, only those ‘of the organized international community, which must not .

be confused with the unorganized international commwmity representing only the intereste
of certain States. Such inberests wouid be looked after by appropriste international

wepnagement.  With regard to freedom of the high seas, no reference to the “other

recognized by the general principles of internaticnal law’, ia article 2 ol
Convention on the High Seas, was to be found in the International Law !

Conminsion's draft, which mentioned cnly freedom of navigation, fishing, and the laying:

of cables and pipelines. However, it was clear from the text that that list was not
wabended to be exhaustive, and he feldt that the International Law Commission’s text

wos sufficiently flexible and precise to cover the legitimate uses of the high seas. B

[-..
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However, the reference to "other frecdons’ inserbed by the 1958 Conference was not
appropriate; for it might be interpretad too vroadiy. It was prefersble to list all
the Freedows of the sea in question. Those who supported other freedoms of the sesa

hould explain what other uses of the sea they wanted to protect by means of the
wording that had been introduced in 19%8.

My, Wi UAhiOW& (Uﬂlu@d Poﬁvbljc of Tonzenia) said that, on the assumption thot

the puipose of retional msnagement of *hﬁ living rescurces of the seas was to scrve

e interests of mankind, in terms of both conse rvation and allocation, he would
support a system that would cnsure fair distribution of living resources to wmankind as
a whole - not merely to a small minority. He might submit specific proposals ot &

ater date.

Regarding conservation, the existing system was hopelessly inadequate.

had been placed, hoth in the Bea- Bed Committee and at the Confercnce, on the appi
of international repulations. That would sugzest that there had been & suceessiul

teial of the application of internationel 3 «cpulations, but the facis vere othezivise.,

The so-called internabional regulations were made and applied by so-called international
commissions or under so-called international conventions which were not in fact
internetionsl in the sense understo&@ st the Conference. Those commissions and.
conventions served only a few otaﬁésvwhose nain interest was not conservalion bub
expldiﬁation of the Tish stocks of a region. They were somatimes called regiounal
commissions or conventions, bul the term regional, too, hod varying conncbations.
Cevtain Stotes were corrying on activities in pearly every region: it was hard to
'believé”tﬁﬂi th=y wuuﬁd concern themselves with situations in countries thousands of
miles aw&y- in rcgjons other than their own for the primery purpose of conservation.

Their primary mctive wos exploitation pure and simple: conservatlion geeurred to then

only after they had plundered resources to the point where they were seriously depleted.

sbilon

That trend must be stopped: the priorities should be revers sed, so that conse

would come first.
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i)

A¢ to how the so-called iunteraational regulations were made and ﬁp@liéd, £h¢ firet

atep was scientific research, vstally carried out uader the auspl iees of States, which
mennt Lhat while most scientists did comaendsble work they were uumct;mv“ hampered.by
torms of reference desisned to serve national interests. The gcientists then met under
the suspices of the so-called internationsl commissions, their scientific objectivilty
ger of being compromised LY national interests, and made recommendations
ed, would facilitate conservation. In order to be applied, however,
those recomaendations had to be accepted by Dtates. In most cases, either they were
rejecked by scme States and thus pecane inapplicable, or acceptance took so long that

wilication became ineffective for gonser vetion purposes. Even where they were

ultimately accepted, enforcement measurcs were so0 inetfective that the regulations

vined a dead letter and served only the purposes of propaganda,.

The veal power of enforcement lay with the flsp States and so Tar their performaqee
nad been very poor. S0 many obstaocleos were put in the way of inspection that it bhecone

ingless in ctors were often biaszed and protected national interests rather than

2SN

hese of mankind as a whole. Horeover, their function was n rmally linited to verifying

s

her an offence nad been commitied, wheress thelr wost importaont duty should be Lo

*

prevent offences trom being coamitted in the first place, Worse sbtill, in%)uctxon

could not be carried out st the cruciul moment, namely, when fishing was taking placa:

+he ingpector had to wait, even if he believed an offence vas being cormitted. TFinally,

tors were not allowed to inspect below deck or cven to inspect the type of fishing

@eor being used. He had studied the enforcement schemzs of some of the so~called
international commissions and hed been amazed to find that the people who emphasized
Inhernabicnal reguloticns were the self-game pzople who refused Lo allow proper

inspection of their vessels.

T the Tew cases where wviolations were reported, oction was left Lo the flag State.

from the difficulty of proving a case in a forum far awey {rom the szcepe of the

affence, the fact was that the authorities of the flag States had shown no inclinaticn
toke adequate action to encourage conservatlicon. Indsed, their behavicur had led ©o
scte on the part of fishermen that bordered on piracy. Fishevmen did not comply with

the vepulations on allowable catehes in the waters of the high seas; tryiug to institute

nloged seusons or areas was impracticable and contircl of gear and technigues waz almost

laoe
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impossible. Tishing in the high seas had becouwe pirscy and plunder, In that coanexion
he welconed the stabements by United States Senztors Muskie and Stevens which had
been reported in the press.

3

Urpgant and efTective intornational action was needed. Management o

)
Lot
&
b
<
b
=
3
=
6]

resgurces of the high sezs must be placed under effective internationsl control.

ifie research should be conducted under the auspiﬂes of an internaticnzl
institution so as to free it from reoacicus national pressures. Inforcement of
repgulations should be taken oub of the hands of the flag State and placed under
international control. Then internstional resulations would have real mesning, in the

same vey as State control in areas under national Jurisdiction.

(Hew Zealaud) said thot his country was o firm supporter of

¥
]

the economic zone con,upt and was a sponszor of working paper ﬁ/CONF,62/C.2iLE4.' Thet
fuper d4id not atteapt to cover nll asvects of the practical application of the concers
and there was one mabtoer of praciical significence that dezerved special attention

under the present itcm. Generally his delepation believed thet the substence of the
1958 Copveation on the High Seas was suiteble for incorpovation in the new luw of the
sea; but the current international law on hot pursuit, as embodied in article 23 of thot
Convention, would nred smendment to teke account of the enlarged “JrlSﬁlcflOD that

coastal States would acguire as a result of the adopbion of the economic zone coneep

Under the 1958 Convention, vhere a foreign ship violated epplicablie laws and repulations
of a coastel Btate in its intevnal waters., territorial gea or contiguous zZone, the
coastal State had the right bto epngage in hot pursuit inte the high seas for purposes

of errest. That provision should now be extended to refleet a coastal State's new
Jurisdiction within an economie zone of 200 miles. iHorsover, if a definite zone of
durisdiction of that exteat was accorded to the coastal State, that State should heve
the power to enforce its relevant laws and repulations applying within that zone.

To that end, it was logical, and a practical necessity, that the right of het pursuid

should ve gff-rdcd from within the 200-mite liwmit into the high sess, or into an adj

cconomic zone, against vesseols committing violations of the rights for whose protecticn
1

the 200-mile limit wasg established, Various rights should be protected within thet

Approved For Release 2002/04/01 : CIA-RDP82S00697R000300040030-0 A



o Lne conbimuouns zone, or to the protection, in the econcunic zone as a wrole, of
and the warine enviromment that surported thoze reascurces.

egording the practical termination of the right of hot purﬁuitg he did not

3
F e -

that foreign vessels should bhe sable ,n obtain sanctuary from pursuit by

the economic zone of their own or a third State. Sanctuary should remain in
ceordance with the wording of the 1958 Canventiou9 i.e. hot pursuit would cesse as soon
72 the ship 1 red entered the territorial sca of itz own country <y of a third State.

e would welcome comments by other dele

atinns on the question, since the power of

ot pursult was important for adequate control of econcmie zones. Considerstion should

50 be given to drafting relevent articles snd +o bringing up to date the 1958

concerning arrvest by aircraft in the Light of modern technological

yelonments,

Mr. POLLARD (Guyana), speaking on a point of D”OCOUU“P said that his
ROSNS fattob et - 2 s L]

izlesetion bheld the view that the competence of the authority to be esntablished in the

area should not be limited exclusively to the sea-bed but should alsc
rater column and the resouveces thevein. e suggested that thousht should
the adoption of a formal procedure whereby the future régime in the

erea could be considered in the joint meetings of the First and Seecond

goid that o zansrsl trevd had energed in the discussions in

wour of making the powers of 1Lhe oroposed auth

ority applicable to both the sea-bad

e superjacent waters. e invited bhe Committiee to consider how the is

=
=1

.’D

best be studied and the possi bility of holdinz a joint meeting with the First

ittee at an apnropriate time.

n1) said that the high seas bevend the proposed

.

on would s«Lill constitute the

area of

e, based on freedom of the seas, had servad the

comaunity well, though certain critiicisms of thet rézime had been voiced

oregzent Conference, Tt was necssEary Lo consider the impact on that rigime

,.J<

chany

in national jurisdiction which micht emerge as a result of the
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Conference. [reedom of the seas had never been abzolute; it had always been subject
to certain resutetions. Such regulations should be clearly defined in the proposed

Convention, His delegation attachcd particular importence to freedom of navigation

and overflight and would shortly submit proposals on those items.
One of the short-comings of the 1958 Ceneva Uonvention was that the obligations
of flag States were not clearly defined. PFlog States which claimed certain privileges

aleo had cerboin duties vis-f-vis the inlernatiopal community. In the cage of

s

incidents, the flag State should exercise its jurisdiction and control in

o

4 3 z el O gt e d + aecaris e
afmsinistrative, technical and socisl matters over ships fiying its fleg, in accorasnce

with the provisions of article 5 of the Geneva Convention on the High Seas.
A future copventien should contain provisions ith repard to ships founa
trafficking in narcotics and should strengthen existing regulations concerning pira

bioadeasting.

While his delegation favoured the retention of as much as pogsible of the existing

L)

frecdom of the sens in the area beyond the territorial sea, it considel ad that the

0bi1pﬂt1on on flap States should be strengthencd in order to prevent abuses.
My, CIDOE Senegal) endorsed the views expressed by the representative ol

.

| 1} 454 s T cvn sy pee ey v ke
Tanzania with regard to the fisheries commiss siong Tn many cases the weasures Laey
the

}*H

sdopted were not adequate. Thoy should genuinely represent the interests

i Nols S e T 3] arpe ¥ - Wi T
interpaticonal community with repard Lo the protection of the resources in wqe hign

seas by mesns of efTicient inspection, and they should take partlcu;ar account of v

1rhnw~ te of developing countries.

s {Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics)

high seas to rvefer to thet part of the oceans beyond the

* 1 " L T A ral - . Fod Ea ~ AP N R LN
vhich all States could vse frecly andé in vhich no State was entltled to cxercis

sovereionty. The basis of the végime of the hiph seas was the cencrally recogniz

aprineiple of the freedom of the high seas, as codified in the 1058 Geneva Convention on

~ £

: - P R Aty 1w st o
thie ligh Scas. Jle stressed thalt the Convention had been adopted wnonimously ot ¢

conference in vhich representatives of all continents of the world had participated.

. ] g - emayey b - L A b E i g 43 £ .?(':LQ";Y
Iis delegation regarded that Convention as a major contribution to the international 1

. . e died should be
of the sea and believed tha® the bagic principles and norms it embodl should be

rebained.
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The principle of the Creadon of the hish seas had been a wajor factor in the-

Jopment of the world cconuwy and intc wrnabionsl comwnications, That treedom had

w recoznizod after a long strugsle betwesn the forces of prgrass and the forces

af peaction, and 1t not only heloed to meet the seonomic needs ol mankiod and to
~ronote sclientific and tech nological proLres it hed becowe one of the means of
‘mnlementing the principle of peaceiul cocxistence  Detwewn States, inelnding

inhevnational cewoperation and. frabernal internatiousl asgistance to peoples

nat colonialisn dﬂl Jimperialisim for peace and democracy.

i OF the hirn seas included freedom of pavigation, fr dom of
3 N LD ?

econ of seientiiic research, freedom of fishing, freedom to lay

Larine cables and pipelines end other freccops emboadicc in the principles of
]

~national law and the Charter of the United Uaticns. Due account should be taken,

o)

in evercising those freedons, of the interests of other btates. fle agreed that nev
W e - .. A

v o
T

wonsures providing for the conservabtion of living resources were now needed.

[ =]

i1n resard te the guestion of internationnl ffisheries commisaions, he seld that

4]

be supported by ot

)

eriticion of those commissions, which daserved re espect, sheuld

and fipures and preceded by a coreful and objective assessmeat of their work, The

1

and the freodom of fishiarn shwould be & reised in the

e

svecinl provisions Lo be worlked out by thoe Conference on the répime of

economic zone. He pnderstood che econciic zone to refer to thet oart of tha hich

in which the eoastal State enjoved clearly defined ”ﬁcglsl P(OQOML( rights over the

Livine snd dneral resources. Prowposcls had been made by certain representabives Lhab

14 divide the ocesns into two pavts, one port under netional jurisdiction and the

i

U

ernational jurisdiction: that spproach was a dangerous distortion of the

eration hal accepbed the principle of the economic

economic zone. Uis 4

and would be willing to contribubs Lo the eshablisitient of econonic zones, taking

interests of consbal Shotes. Toe issuc of Lhe economic zono should be

SLO agoount

.
108

esolved as vart of a packspe deal, ond provisico be made only for the rights of
tates over the rescurces of the none,

hieh would wirewvent

deleosabion was in favour of a firm

feyence with bthe freedom of the hish cens. Sowe critics of the existing e

bricd to cinim thal sross violabions. of the law of the sea by c cerhain sbates were

1

nhoract ‘p)E' sahions of the current résise of the high seas. e Lherefore elt it

£oon
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' ' £ the enxiebing internetiocnal . legol norns in oraer
would be advisable to spell. out some oft the existing internat g &

h ) 3 ¥ ¢ would he scceptable to all
to engure that the new law of the sea te be epiablished goulu he avceptabl

1 i e | e Convention on the Hirn Seas sheould be
delesstions. The norms crntained in the Geneva Ceonvention on the High Seas shou

i g nts of & sommitiee ) o leot e views of
reflected in the working documents of the Committee, since they refl hed th 1

A

~ 1 vy T e Tl o o o e €L j_ ot AN G'x'rr
many countries. They could, however, bhe supplemented by speclal pr ~OvVigions CcOneers

Lhe inbernaticonal legal obligations end reaponsibilitics of flag States.
At s -

sm3d Lhat in the international zone, States should
1 3 ) - e 40 < o £ 502 -V T Yo
the internabicnsl cowmmuaity in the same way as they rospected

. - SR . * o 4*3‘ T e
the rights of the coastal States in the 500-mile zone of naticnal Jurisdiction e

. . T ) . U T i e ,M:-:;_
high sess were not a res nuilios but a res - and the proposed rég

conbain sdequate provisions goOVerning those areas. In the propossls submitted by the
g s P 3 iy PR CVF T

delerations of Peru, fGcusdor and Panswa to the Bea-Ded Comiithee in 1973

(A/AC.130/5C.1i/L.27) the internatiopal seas were delined as that part of the sco vihich

1 red jurisdiction o wastal States and wiich showid
was not subject to the sovereigaty and jurisdiction of coastal States and Wil 3

.

for peaceiul purpo

be open to use by all States, whether coashal oy

Ll 1 1 STt 3 ] ST LG n the
The proposals contsined provisions congerning Uho freedoms to be exercised on the

s . . . - LYo e
ipternationel seas (article 19), the scientific research régiie (article 10}, and the

. ] . . .- 5 P, should be Tormaleted
RATCTER T ”OVLIll 1 installations {articles 11 and 12). Regulsbions should be ZO¥H lat
T

Lo ensure proper internationsli control over fisheries in oxder Lo preser

T S
o e

. . . . i G =z had a special interes
renevable resources -in the interunationsl sea. Coastal States had a speclal 1Due

b}
4t

maintaining the vproduction of renewable resources 11 the in t‘rnwuz
2 [ARPNPEPRG s - - P ot e
to their zope of national jurdisdiction. A future reglme ghould COAEuln adequate

. “ e » . - P ’ 5 g am , NP ’,'sr”‘,h_vu';’
nrovisions for the coptrol ant elimination of potlubion, whicli endangered the ecdLOf

balanee in the oceans. The concept of the high seas should be replaced by the com
of inbernationel seas. is delesation would provide further details on that point ot ins
rroposed joint meeting of Compmithees 1 and 1T to consider the competence of the
inbernational ovthority with regard to the sea-bed and the water colwm in the
international zone.

Rt

y {United Republie of Tanzania)s spesking in exereise of the

faee

LG

1=
h

=
U
”
et
hiw)
e
[
o
P
iy
o
Lo
T

of renly. aaid that the representative of Lhe Soviet Union had mado remarks

clerly directed at deleration's eriticisn of international fisheries commissilons.

representative of the Boviet Unicn had stated that criticizm of international
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1ish

1(") Dci o

that it hed wade such data in the form of seientific reports, the Conventd
sstablishing those Commissions, snd experience sained in areas waere they had wvorkad.
Tn the past. his country had preised the {isheries commissions and had recommended

them to obuoer States:; it would not have done so without proper data. It folloved

+hat that dota vas also valid when those commissions were being criticized.

P-4

statewent , he had ewmphasized the importance of enforcement. It was common Y

shat inspectors were not allowed on board vesscls while they were fishing, thal they

could not go below deck and that they could not insvect gear: his criticism of the

1

on those short-conings. If there was g Llacl

s

comnissions had been based, inter ali 2 of

isheries cormissiong, recommendations should not

data ouﬂnruLuo the existing reglional

hiave been wade Lo establish internstional commniasions on the same basis.

50 (Japan), sopeaking in exercise of the ripht of reply, said that

the representative of 'fanzania Med referred to & statement by two United States

Senators iwplying that salmon of Dristol Bay oripgin weuld be depleted as a result of

the fishing practices of Jopanese fleets. He wished to clorify that stabement as it
was misleading in some respects and could lead to misunderstanding.

Jupanese Tishing fleets only fished up to the line of L1759 longitude in th
widdle of the Pacific Ocean. liost salmon from the Bristol river did not cross that

1ine, At the begimming of the vear, sclentists bad expressed concern that the return

el

of selinon of Bristeol origin night be reduced to 5 willion Tish, which was less

1 s

the amount required for reproduction. However, that estimate had been found to be

incorrect. Recent surveys had shown that the reburn was 9.9 nillion which was entirely

cufficient for reproduction purposes. Reports that Dristole-origin salmon had been

depleted as a resvlt of Japanese fishiag proctices were thersfore incorrect.
s

The representative of Tanzania had also referred Lo Japanese halibut {isherics ip

Fish in areas vhere halibut were

4,

that area. 'The Japanese fishing industry did not

W
B

concentrated. Any halibut caurht insdvertently was immedistely relurned to the sea:

MK;. (United Republic of Tanzania). speaking in exercise of the right
of renly, said that he wished to make it clear that he hod not referrcd to statercmts in

the press concerning the area wmentioned by the representative of Japan: he had said thad

e shored the same concern as Senators Muskie and Stevens.
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